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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 22, 25-29, 31-43 are presented for examination. Claims 1-21, 23-24 and 30 are 
canceled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 22, 25, 27-28, 3 1-37 and 39-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mizumo, US 2001/002131 1, in view of Brookes et al (Brookes), US 
2003/0014295. 

4. Mizumo was cited in the previous office action. 

5. As per claims 22 and 43, Mizumo taught the invention substantially as claimed including 
a method comprising: 

a. Providing a network service on a network, the network service including digital 
photo services provided by a service provider (pp. 001 1); 
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b. Allowing a user to access a network server via the network service using an order 
terminal connected to the network for ordering at least one of the digital photo 
services (pp. 0056, 0058-0059, 0062, 0067); 

c. Inserting into the order terminal a digital storage device carried by the user and 
having an image stored thereon for use by at least one of said service providers to 
provide one of said digital photo services therefore, and having a code stored 
thereon for use by the network service to identify one of a plurality of business 
entities (pp. 0013, 0058, 0063, 0067, 0083, 0093-0094, 0168, 0170), said one of 
the plurality of business entities being associated with the digital storage device, 
the plurality of business entities each having a predefined business relationship 
with each of said service provider (pp. 0066, 0069, 0168, 0170); 

a. Reading the digital storage device to obtain image data for the image stored 
thereon and to obtain the code (pp. 0013, 0068, 0083, 0093-0094, 0168, 0170); 

b. Maintaining relationship data of the predefined business relationships between 
each of said business entities and each service provider in a database coupled to 
the network, the relationship data including rankings of the predefined business 
relationships between each of said business entities and each service provider (pp. 
0069-0071); 

c. Accessing the database and using the code to obtain a ranking of predefined 
business relationships between said one of the plurality of business entities 
identified by the code and said plurality of service providers (pp. 0068-0071); and 
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d. Displaying to the user an order screen on the order terminal, the order screen 
including purchasing information for ordering said at least one of the digital photo 
services for the image, the purchasing information generated and transmitted by 
the server over the network, the purchasing information including the service 
provider, and the purchasing information capable of being modified by the server 
in response to a ranking of the predefined business relationships between said one 
of the plurality of business entities identified by the code and said service 
provider (pp. 0066-0071, 0077, 0080, 0084-0088, 0090-0092). 

6. Mizumo did not specifically teach the method to comprise a plurality of service 
providers; and to display the plurality of service providers on the order screen according to 
ranking (as claimed in claim 43). However, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to implement the method to include more than one service provider to support 
numerous amounts of users and handle the loads of service processes. Brookes taught to include 
a database of service providers to present the customers a ranked list of service provided using 
price, criteria, customer satisfaction data for the customers to select a desire service provider to 
perform the requesting service (pp. 0010-001 1). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Mizumo and 
Brookes because Brookes' teaching of presenting a list of service providers according to service 
need information and user submitted information and a database of service providers enable 
Mizumo's method to display a organized and best qualified list of service providers for the 
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customer to select and further distribute the services to the selected service providers to support 
more customer needs (pp. 0003). 



7. As per claim 35, Mizumo taught the invention substantially as claimed including a 
system for ordering products over a network comprising: 

a. An order terminal connected to the network, the storage device having stored 
thereon an image for which a user can order products and/or services from a 
service provider over the network via the order terminal, the storage device 
associated with one of a plurality of business entities (pp. 0056, 0058-0059, 0062, 
0067), the order terminal capable of reading image data from a digital storage 
device pp. 0013, 0063, 0083, 0093-0094, 0168-0170); 

b. A database connected to the network for storing rankings of business relationships 
between the business entities and the service provider (pp. 0066, 0069-0071, 
0168, 0170); and 

c. An order screen connected to the order terminal for presenting to the user a first 
purchase offer related to a product and/or service for the image, wherein the 
service provider that is included in the first purchase offer are selected according 
to their having higher rankings according to a ranking of the business 
relationships between said one of a plurality of business entities and said service 
provider (pp. 0066-0071, 0077, 0080, 0084-0088, 0090-0092). 
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8. Mizumo did not specifically teach the method to comprise a plurality of service providers 
and to display the plurality of service providers on the order screen according to ranking. 
However, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to implement the method to 
include more than one service provider to support numerous amounts of users and handle the 
loads of service processes. Brookes taught to include a database of service providers to present 
the customers a ranked list of service provided using price, criteria, customer satisfaction data for 
the customers to select a desire service provider to perform the requesting service (pp. 0010- 
001 1). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Mizumo and Brookes because Brookes' teaching of 
presenting a list of service providers according to service need information and user submitted 
information and a database of service providers enable Mizumo's method to display a organized 
and best qualified list of service providers for the customer to select and further distribute the 
services to the selected service providers to support more customer needs (pp. 0003). 

9. As per claims 25 and 36, Mizumo and Brookes did not specifically teach to read a second 
digital storage device a second image stored thereon and displaying to the user a screen order 
screen on the order terminal. However, it would have been obvious to repeat the ordering 
process for the users to make separate orders following the first order. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow Mizumo's 
method to repeat the steps of accepting orders, reading stored images, and displaying order 
screen to the users in order to process multiple orders from the same user at once. 
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10. As per claims 27 and 40, Mizumo and Brookes taught the invention substantially as 
claimed in claims 22 and 35. Mizumo further taught that said order terminal comprises one of 
the following: 

a. An automated teller machine; 

b. A kiosk; 

c. A personal computer (pp. 0062); or 

d. A wireless device. 

11. As per claims 28 and 42, Mizumo and Brookes taught the invention substantially as 
claimed in claims 22 and 35. Mizumo further taught that said digital storage device comprises 
one of the following: 

a. Optical disc; 

b. Magnetic floppy disc; 

c. Flash memory device; or 

d. A digital camera (pp. 0062). 

12. As per claim 31, Mizumo and Brookes taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 22. Mizumo further taught a potential ranking of said predefined business relationship 
includes at least two levels (pp. 0069). 
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13. As per claim 32, Mizumo and Brookes taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 22. Mizumo further taught that the step of maintaining relationship data is performed by a 
service manager using a table in a database of the server (pp. 0069). 

14. As per claim 33, Mizumo and Brookes taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 22. Mizumo further taught to comprises the step of including or not including a 
purchasing convenience feature in the purchasing information in response to the ranking of the 
predefined business relationships between said one of the plurality of business entities and said 
plurality of service providers (pp. 0070-0071). 

15. As per claims 34 and 41, Mizumo and Brookes taught the invention substantially as 
claimed in claims 22 and 35. Mizumo further taught that said at least one of the digital photo 
services comprises one or more of the following: 

a. Local printing of digital images; 

b. Remote printing of digital images; 

c. On-line storage of digital images (pp. 0063); 

d. Providing digital storage media containing digital images; and 

e. Providing associated goods and/or services with respect to hard copy prints. 

16. As per claim 37, Mizumo and Brookes taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 35. Mizumo further taught that the purchase offer excludes some service providers in 
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response to their low rank according to the ranking of the business relationships between said 
one of a plurality of business entities and said plurality of service providers (pp. 0069). 

17. As per claim 39, Mizumo and Brookes taught the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 35. Mizumo further taught that the purchase offer is formatted so that service providers 
having a higher ranking business relationship with said one of a plurality of business entities are 
listed first (pp. 0069). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

18. Claims 26, 29 and 38 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

19. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 22, 35 and 43 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

20. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

21 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kenny Lin whose telephone number is (571) 272-3968. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 AM to 5 PM Tue.-Fri. and every other Monday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on (571) 272-3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Kenny S Lin/ 
Kenny S Lin 
Primary Examiner 
March 6, 2008 



